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h HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS /

OVERALL RATE |  ° o - S

e The percentage §f recent high school graduates-entering college in Cali-
fornia in the Fall 1983 term fell below 60 to 57.2 for the first time

" ‘since 1978, Community College enrollments had dropped dramaticxlly
following app 1 by the voters of Proposition 13 to reduce property
taxes supporting C ity Col.legu snd other local goveramentsl -ervicen.

L}

e The numgber of high lchoo]. gr-duutes decreased between 1981-82 and 1982-83,
as well as the rall college~going rate, with the result that almost
14,000 fewer first-time freshmen froam Califormis high schopls enro Jled in
t.he State's colleges and nniveuities than in the previous fall te

b Y

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA RATES

. 'y .
e The University's rate increased from 6.4 percent for the Fall 1982 term
to 7.0 for Fall 1983 -~ the largest percentage increase during the ten- ’
year period for which college-going tates have been coqmted by the
Comuission. .
‘e The University increased its take of first-time freshmen from California
high schools by about 1,400 students between 1982 and 1983, in spite of
the decrease in the number of high school graduates dnr:lng this peri.od

¢ Among the 32 counties with at least 1,000 high school gradustes ih 1982-83
11 increased their rate of entollnent. in the Unjversity by at least one
percentage point over Fall 1982, while nine had a slightly lower rate for
Fall 1983 and 12 remained about the same. .

e All-but two University campuses enrolled mo reshmen from California
high schools in the Fall 1983 term than in 1982, with Berkeley and Irvine
account.ing for most of the increase. :

Ly
o The State University's rate for first~time freshmen dropped to 8.9 percent '
4 in 1983 after remainipg at 9.0 percen® for the last three years.

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY RATES \_/

ot

e Although the total number of first-time freshmen enrolled in the State
' University decressed between the Fall 1982 and Fall 1983 terms, four
campuses had idcresses of more than 10 percent -- two of the largest and
tvo  pf the smallest csmpuses. Four campuses experienced s decrease of
more than 10 percent in their enrollment of first-time freshmen from

Californla high schools -~ again, two large and two smsll campuses.

#;
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e Among the 32 comtie- with at least 1,000 high school-graduates in 1982-83
. 12 had ep incresse of at least m-hlf tage paint between the Fall

. 1982 and Fall 1983 terms, in spite of a sta
experienced a .decrease of at least ohe-lul
~ remained appmint.ely :hg same.

rcentage point, while 13

F Y

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGE RATES . .

- . . -
- ¥

~

o The statewvide rate for the Community Colleges fell to 37.9 .perceat for
the Fall 1983 tern -- a drop of 4.9 percentage points-from the previous
. fall texrm and the lowest rate during the ten-year period for which the
' Co-iuion has computed rates. The previous lows were 41. 6 for 1978 and
41.3 for 1974, . ] .
/

e The actul loss u numbers of first-time freshmen vn about. 15,500 or 11
~ percent fm: thun earolled in the Fall 1982 term.

-

e Fifty-eight vrmr. of the Cm.tty.-Colleges had a decmse of at 1
10 percent in their enrollment of first-time freshmen who were re

high school grasdustes, while 25 percent experiehced virtually no change -

de decrease. Seven counties

in pumbers gnd 16 percent had an increase. ‘In some multi-campus districts,

all colleges did not hsve the same experience with nev freshman earoll-
ments, in t.hat sﬂe 4ncreased whife otharl decreased.

e An analysis of r.he counties with the largest pumbérs of high school
graduates in 1982-83 shows that in Fall 1983 48 percent were at least 5
percentage points below the 1982 rate, 38 percent decressed by less than
S percentage points, and 12‘ percent- incressed slightly. ‘ .

.
8 '

' '
INDEPEND/E}ﬂ' COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY RATES
'

‘e Regionally accredited independent Caslifornis colleges and universities .
reported s larger number and percentage of Califormia high school graduates
enrolled as freshmen in Fall 1983 than in the Flll 1982 term, but more
complete reporting is in part responsible for the increase, The additional
students represent a 0.2 increkse in the rate -- from 3.2 to 3.4.

® Among the institutions repdrting comparable dats for both 1982 and 1983,

.. nine reported an 1ncrease and nine s decrease of at least 10 percent,
while 13 reported no change or one that. was less than 10 percent.

¢’

. SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

o The nn-betc- and percentages of women ‘high sch+1 graduates enrolling as
freshmen in t.he Univerlit.y, the St.at.e Univery.g and the Community

ERIC . ' h
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: Colleges were slightly ‘higher n those of men in Fall 1983, as they
- ~ were in the two previous fall ¥grms. The difference between the rates
’ for men and women was latgeuf r thé State University and smallest for

. the University. o : :

.
-

. .. | ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES B

] ! o When ethnic data sre combined for the three public segments of postsec-
| / ondary education, the total percentage of minority students in the ethnic
S distribution of first-time freshmen was about the same for the Fall 1982 .~
. and 1983 terms. ‘However, the percentages of Asian and Filipino students
= increased, -while those of Black and Hispanic students decreased. For
both Black men and women, their petcentageq were “lower t.han those obtained
, fot the Fall 1979 texm. . .

® ‘l'he University of California enrolled larger nmbers and percentages of

. BPlack and Hispanic students in the Fall 1983 term than a year earlier, as
well as more Asiane and Filipino ‘)maen, with Kispanics making the largest_
gain. ; )

e In the State Unigersity, Asian and Hispanic students of both sexes, as -
well as Filipino women and Black men, all increased their representation
in the Fall 1983 term uver the previous year, but the smaller number of
first-time freshmen enrolled in 1983 resulted in little net gain in

' underrepresented et.hnic groups. -

e Decreases in.the percentages of Black and Hispanic students in the Community
¢ollegé ethnic distribution cancelled out gains made by the University
and the State University because of the much larger freshman enrollment
in the Community Colleges than in the other segments. As in the other

- segments, Asian and Filipino students continubd to make gains in the
. percentage distribution, while American Indian students showed little
change in their representation among freshmen.
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' BACKGROUND FOR THE ANALYSIS .

*

This is the seventh in a series of annual reports on the .flow of students
from high school to higher education in Californis, with information repro-
duced _and updated from previous reports (Commission, 1978, 1979, 1981,°

1982&, 1982c, and 1983b). Although the first report- was published in 1978,

‘the f}rst year for which college-going rates are computed is 1974. Scparate

reports were prepared for Community College studéents who transfetred in 1981
1982, and 1983 (Commission, 1982b, 1983s, and 1984). . e

"A major purpose of these tnports is to 1dentify tiends in colleﬁeé iné
rates since. 1974 and to snalyze changes in rates experienced by the vakrious

segments of higher education and by counties in light of statewide trends.
The reports also provide a basis for anslyzing changes in the ethnicity of
the first-time freshman class, compared with that of high school graduates.

When the setiel vas initiated in 1978, snother purpoqe was ~to find out

vhether changing rates reflected (1) a declining interest among stndents in
baccslaureate cation and (2) equality of access to all segments for ]
students thro ut the State. Still asnother purpose has been to provide a_
service to the segments and others who do not have access to these compreiren-
sive data. The value of the analysis is expected to increase as student
enrollments shift in relation to changes in the cost of education, financial
aid,- admission requirements, and student preparation. .

-

SCOPE OF THE REPORT

.
-

College-going rates for the three public segments of Califgrnia higher
education have been obtained annually sinde Fall 1974. Rates for regionmally
accredited independent colleges and universities have been obtained since:
1977. In each instance, rates have been computed for each of the 51 of
California's 58 countiés with at least 150 high school graduates each yesr.
Data on the'ethnicity of 1983 high school graduates and first-time freshmen
in the public segments is also presented for each county.

-

»

LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA -

- . : f

The scope of the report is limited by the absence of informdtion about the
flow of recent high school graduates into private postsecondary schools that
do not grant degrees. The inclusion of such students in the analysis would
increase significantly the overall participation rates reported in this
document, particularly for urban sdreas. Two other gaps in infornaﬁibn are
the numbers of California high gchool graduates who enroll in colleges and
universities in other states, and those who receive formal training offered
under.other auspices than colleges and universities -- for example, adult

" education progrmns of uniffed school districts. Thus, the college-going

o 11
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rates obtained in this study are underestimates of the percént;agea of young
people eanrolling in some type of postsécondafy education after high ‘'school
. graduation. - < )

4 . : . . -
» - . ' s

METHQDOLOGY -

o
[
a

Statewide, segmental, and cbinty college-going rates are obtained by dividing
the number of first-time freshmen 19 years of age and under earolling either:
. full time or part time esch fall by the total oumber of the pame year's
gradustes-of day high schools, both public.and private. These rates, expredsed
as percentages, ate believed to be the best passible estisates of Californis
college-going rates for recent high school stadﬁg’tel, in the absence -of.
follow-up studies. ; oA ,-

£
-«

Numbers of high school gradustes are obtained from' annual reports prepared
by the State Department of Education for both public and private schools.
Student data tapes submitted anauslly to the California Postsecopdary Edaca-
tion Commission by the University of California, the California State Univer-
sity, and the California Community Colleges are the source of ianformstion
about the high school of origin-for first-time freshmen. ormation sbout
first-time freshmen in independent colleges and universities comes from a

special survey conducted with the cooperation of the Association of Indepen~

dent California Colleges and Universities,

-

-~
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e STATEWIDE HIGH SCHQOL GRADUATES AND COLLEGE-GOING RATES ,

P

- L. ° -

The number of Ma'_lchool graduates and college-going rates for the Usiver-

v sity, the State- University, and the Community Colleges are displayed in
Table 1 below for a ten~-year perm (1974 through 'l and for the indepen-
dent collegel and universities for a seven-year period 77 through 1983) .
!’isure 1 on t.he next page displays thcle same rat.es graph:l.ca ly.

. e .
4 ~."».

o
«
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i, NUMBER OF 'mcm SCHOOL GRADUATES -

" After decrening since 1975, the muber of public gnd yrivnte high school |

‘ﬁ:;f«« | . graduates incgeased between 1981 and 1982 by 9.5 perceat or by 5,695 graduates
'ﬁ v .. snd then decressed in 1983.by 5.7 percent or 3,764 graduates. Graduates of
o ©  private schools comprised 9.% percent pf all gradustes in 1982-83 and increased

1.9 perétnt -between 198‘1-82 and 1982-83, cmmd with » decrease of 1.8,
~-per:t:em: i.p public high lchool gradustes.

h counf.ies with the largest number of h:l.gh school graduar.eo in
1983, only Herced had an incyease of‘S percent or more between 1982 and .
1983, vhile six (Sacramento, Yolo, San Joaquin, tra Costs, Santa Clars, -
and mnboldt) had losses of at least 5 percent? Of the remsining 25, four
showed smsdl gains, 12 bad mll losses, and nine remained spproximately the
same. In any case, the stathe total number for all counties was smaller

.
“» ”

. C ry)&f"z‘ Statewide. Cozzege-aomg Rates for Recent High Lot
. _ 7 - School Graduates, 19_7:;1983 o o )
" Number of Pcrcentg;ge Enrolling as Freshmen
, e High School . N Total -, Indepen-  Grand.
SERERRY Year ™ _Graduates . _UC . _CSU cce Public * _dent Jotal
« l9ra , 289,714 5.1%  7.6%  41.3% 54.0% — e
T 1978 293,941 5.3 7.5  43.1 - 55.9 --- .-
- ' 1976 289,454 5.1 7.8 417  Sk.6 --- .-
L \ #1977 . 285,30 5.2 8.0  43.3  56.§ 3.6% ° 60.1%
o 77 1978 283,861 5.5 ‘8.6 6164  S55.3 - 3.4 58.7
‘. o 1979 278,548 5.8 8.7  42.1 56.6 3.4 60.0
‘19860 270,971 6.0 9.0  43.0 . 38.0 3.5 61.5
L. 1981 260,229 - 6.4 9.0  42.1 57.6° 3.3 60.8
A% 198z 265,926 A 64 o0 428, 3820 32 67.6
R 1983 262,160 - ‘7.0 8.9  37.% ° 53.8 3.4 ' A7.2

v - Source: Calilornil Pout-econdary Sduc-t."ion Cotmission.

-
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" 29-37. Distributions of first-time .fres 1 by ethnicity in Fsll ‘1983 are

e
-
-

L4

L4

FIGURE 1 -Statewide College-Going Rates for Recent Bigh
School Graduates, 1974-1983 . *
e * B |
l“_-.r— ; F z . J‘ ’ .

. ra .
90 ‘ .
L]
4 1 - . * 0 -

v

than any statewide total since 1968, with, the exception of 1981. Among the
counties with at least 1,000 private high school gradustes in 1982-83, San
Francisco had the highest proportion (35 percemt), followed by Los Angeles

(13) snd Alameds (12).

. -

STATEWIDE COLLEGE-GOING RATES

. | ‘ . . -

Colleg'e-gom rates by county and segment of "higher ‘education for 1974,

1976, 1978, 1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983 are displayed in Appendix A on pages

shown for each county end segment in Appendix B on pages 39-50, together *
with high school ethaicity data for students who graduated in 1982-83. It
appears that California's statewide total college-going rate for all segsents
of higher education decréased siggificantly betveen 1982 and 1983 r- from
61.4 to 57.2 percent. The decreas&‘occurred in spite of an .increase in the

. rate for the University and very small changes for the State University and

the independent imstitutions. The totsl rate had not fallen below 60 since
.1978, when Proposition 13 reduced dmort for Community Colleges from property
tax revenue. e : : , . - '

.
.
.
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a
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- UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA PA.RTICIPATION ‘RATES

-~ . ~
. L 3 -
b .

, . Alt.housh the total: number of California high school graduates decreased
“ 1, :between 1981-82 and 1982-83, the number of first-time freshmen enrolled at
the University from California 'high schools increased by 8 percent during
thst period. The rate for Fall 1983'was 7.0, having risen from 5.1 in the -

-y ) uid-1970s. Among Che counties with at l“eut 1,000 high school graduates,
i the largest increases in University-gbing rgtes were found for Marin, San
| . _ . Francisco, Sscramento, Sants Cruz, Imperial, Oramge, Contra Costa, Butté,
vt S Santa Barbara, ‘Placer, and Sasats Clara,-in descending order of the size of
\“)' the’ differences in their rates between the two years. Msrin's rate for- 1983

is more than twice as large as the statewide .rate, and the rates for San

*Francisco and Contra Costa Counties are also far above the statewide: ra;e,of‘

7.0. On the other hand, the 1983 rates for Butte, ther, Sacramento, and

Imperial Counties are well below the statewidg rate, even after thé recent

incresses. Five counties: are notable for their decreases in University
rates between 1982 snd 1983 -- Yolo, with a rate well above the statewide
rate; Humboldt, Shasts, and Kern, all with rates. vell below the statewide
7.0; and Neps, with a rate of 5.8 for Fall 1983.

Uniwersity campuses with the largest. gains in ﬁtst.-tiue freslmen are for

the most' part located in counties or regions which had the largest incresses

,  in pumpbers of freshmen enrolling in the University in the Fall 1983 ters.
These campuses are Berkeley, drawing heavily from Marin, San Francisco,
Contra fosts, and Santa Clara Counties, as well as Alameda where it is
.locsted; Irvine i,p Orange County; snd $ants Cruz in Ssnta Cruz County. The

- :elatimhip-bemen county of residente and campus attended is less strong
for the llniverlity than for the other public segments; and thus rates for
Sacramento, Placer, and Butte Counties 'increassed in spite of a' smallér
number of freshmen enrolled at the Davis campus, while freshman enrollment

- it the Riverside campis increased 13 percent at & tine when theré was vir-
' tually no change in the Riverside Count.y rate.

N ]
.

[ . . .
. Y ' - '3 -

Ll

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES | -

. +

Firgt-time fresl:qan enrollment rates at the Univésity differ significantly

for graduates of public and private high schools. Systemwide, in Fall 1983,

9.6 percent of the California freshmen had graduated from private schools
and, 90.4 percent from public high schools, but the public school rate of

enrollment in the University was 6.4 percent, compared to 12.1 percent for
private schools. Table 2 displays these two rates for eight counties with
at least ‘800 private high school graduates in 1982-83, and Figure 2 presents
{ - " these data in graphic form. , ,
The reasons for t.hh difference i.n participation rates between private and
* public schools are unknown, except for the obvious reason of self-selection’
of the private selmol populat.ion,. Ethnic data are not avaflable for private
School graduates anq inferences based on minority gradustes of these schools

L | ‘,:/ | ;o
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. - "TABLE 2 Unipersity of cuifomia Participat.ion Rates for
. : Oraduates of Public and Private High Scbools in
Selected Counties, Fall 1983 ,

Percgntaqes Enro'llmg as Froshmn Frou T .|

“Public Private ATl
High ., High .. _ High
County Schools ‘ $chools. - - Schools"
+ . Alameds BN TR IPERN X R
Lgs ‘Angeles - © 6.9 . | 13.00 . 7.6 '
" Otange C e 8.4 - 8.4 A 3 S
7 Sacramento ' 4 5.0 ! | 13.8 C bl 5.8
_ _ San Diego ) ’ o 7.0° ' . 8.8 B 7.2,
“ . Sen Prancisco P . 1001 ! oasi2 e
| '~ San Mateo 81 0 T 160 8.9 " .
Sants Clara . " 8.4 | 12.9 & - 8.8 o f
. All Counties 6.4 , o 12,1 A 1.0
Source: California Pojstaecondary Education Commission. P .
- S
L o . o
FIGURE 2 'University of California Participation Rates for
‘Graduates of Public and Private High Scbools in -
sglocted Caunties, Fall 1983
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8ix .counties in the Bay Area are

» - ‘ ' ' :
wvho enroll in the University must of gourse be cautious. .Among Hispamic

‘students who enrolled in the University as first-time freshmen in Fall 1983,"

27.8 percent. had graduated from Califormia private schools, as had 22.7

' percent Black freshmen. However, only 16.7 percent of t.he non-Hispanic

vhite freshmen and only 7.4 percent of the Asian freshen were private
school gradult.eu. , :

. : . : 'b'c'
Counties differ with respéct to their perc\\nge of ﬁrst.-tine fr bhmen who
are private high school graduates. Table.2 and Figure 2 s same
University-participation rate from public and private school Yin Orange

County, where the percenuges of Black and Hispanic students; aduati.ng- from ,

the public schools are among the lowest of California's lar&count.ies. In
contrast to Orange” County, Los Angeles County had phrticipat.ion’ rates of

13.0 from private schools'but only 6.9 percent from public schools. Los
Angeles has the largest county-vide number asnd one of the largest percentages
of Black and Rispanic students among its high school gradustes, as well as a
high participation rate from. priv,at.e high schools., The interaction of the

factors of size of minority high school enrollments) private school partici- .

pation rates, and/University campus characteristics is beyond the scope of
this ‘feport, particularly becsuse of the lack of et.hn:lc 1nformt.ion on
private school gradnat.es in general. .. ,

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES - | o N .

. ;r
Y

Syst.enwide, the sex difference in University participatd.on rates of recent
h«bgh- school graduates is 0.3 percentage points -- 6.8 for men and 7.1 for
women, who comprise 51 percent of the State's public high school graduates.

In Fall 1983, the percentage of first~time University freshmen who were men
was 48 percent, compared to 52 percent women. Six years esrlier, t.he.' 1977
participation rates for men and women were 5.4 and 5.0, respectively, and
only 49 percent of the freshmen were women in contrast to 51 percent men.

4

Thus, the University-going rate has increased for women guring the past six ..

years to a point where they have become the msjority among first-time freshmen.

The ratio of men and women ranged among University campuses in Fall 1983
from 53:47 for Bérkeley -- almost the reverse of the systemwide ratio of

'48:52 -~ to 43:57 for Santa Barbara. The proportions were about equal at

&

San Diego and Riverside, while women were the majority at Irvine, Los ‘Angeles,
Davis, and Santa Cruz. These differences in ratio appear to reflect campus
differences in both location and program emphasis.

Although a majority of the first-time freshmen on the Berkeley campus are

men, University participation rateg for recent male high school graduates in
\L(wer than those found faog women (San

Francisco being the exception). In Marin County, the‘rates for men and

‘women were 13.9 and 17.2, respectively -- well above their statewide rated

of 6.8 and 7.1. San Francisco also had rates asbove the statewide average -~
13.0 for men and 10.9 for women.

,"‘.} ’ 5 "
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For severgl relatively large counties {n other parts o{ the State, the rate
for men was equal ¥o or higher Wt fo? wosmen. In Fresnmo County, for
example, the rate was a low 2.6 for'both men and women. This finding may
reflect s preference of Fresno County residents to enroil at the nearby
State University and Community College gampuses, since there is no University
campus in the area, as well as the large proportion of Hispanic students
(more than one-fourth) in the County's high school graduating class, since

Hispanic youth are 1en likely to enroll in the University than Pon-ﬁiapanic
st.udent.-. v :

- In Fall 1982, _Tnl.are and Imperial Cmmt:l.cs had low Univenity-goi.ng rates
and higher rates for men than women, as well as a large proportion of Hispanic

students smong their receat graduates, but io Fall 1983 their rates for

women were all higher \than those for men. Thus the increase in these two

Counties' was largely attributable to the enroliment of larger numbers of

women . ' : . . o )
o o

| > - - 3

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES ‘ -

L

Ttic}et.hnic distributions of prﬁC higix school gradustes in 1979, 19Bi, and
983, and of first-time University freshmen in Fall 1979 thraugh Fall 1983

. are displayed in Table 3. Percentages of Asian and Filipino studénts among

first-time freshmen have increased steadily during these five years and

emain larger theam their percent.ages among high school graduates, which aiso_
A

ingreased between 1979 and 1983. - Percentages of Black and Hispanic youth
among University freshsen were also. larger in 1983 than in 1979, but their
change from year to year during that period was not always an 1ncreaae, and
their percentages have remsined cofisistently smsller than those for Black
and Hispanic high school graduates. '

Final*y, Figure 3 shows Uni;etsit.y-going rates for each of the six ethmic
groups, computed by using 1983 data for public high schaol graduates from
the Cosmission's eligibility study (1985s) and Fall 1983 data on University

" freshmen from Califormia public high schools. Caution is needed in inter-
preting these rates, however, because.of the small number of American Indian,

students included (only 95 University freshmen)_and possibly incomplete data
from some school districts. As Figure 3 shows, the rates were highest for
Asian high school graduates -- almost 20 percent 4f whom were firlth:ﬁ

‘University freshmen in Fall 1983.—The lowest rates werd for Black

Hispanic graduates (4.0 and 3.0 percent, respectively). For non-Hispanic
white students, the rate was 7.4 percent, which ig less than the 15 percent
obtained ¥or Filipino high school graduates.

The most notasble change betfeen 1982 and 1983 was the increase in the nMigbdt
of  Hispanic students among the first-time freshmen, particularly among
vomen. For the first time, the number and percentage of Hispanic women
among the University's first-time freshmen were larger than those of men.
The increase in number and percentage of Black women among the freshmen was
also lsrger than that for men, with the sex difference larger than that
found for the Fall 1982 term. At the same time, Asian women registered a

¥
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raBLE § Ethnic Distributions of Heb and b"ong Public High
School Oraduates and of First-Time F in the
. University Between 1979 and 1983, in Percents

_Ethnic Growp - .
: . American . '
Segment Year _ ‘Sex Indian_ As'ian ‘Black Filipino Hispanic White
_ High School 1979 Male ~ 0:7% 4.7% 9.0% 0.9% 15.0%  69.7%"
Female 0.7 4.5 9.5 1.0 15.0 69.3
1981+ 0.8 5.2 7.8 1.3 15.7 . 69.2
- , 'Feasle 0.7 4.9 8.6 1.3 ~ 15.7  68.8
v .
' 1983 Totsl 0.7 - 6.2 8.9 1.6 7.9  64.7
University 1979 HMale 0.3 13.9 3.3° 1.6 6.9 .76.0
- | Female 0.2 13.0 5.4 1.9 5.9  73.6 .
. ‘ 1980 Mele. 0.4 15.0 3.1 _ 2.6 6.8  72.1
‘ Female 70.4 13.5 5.0 2.5 6.0 72.6
1981 Male 0.4 15.8 3.4 2.5 - 6.7 71.1
Female - 0.4 14.7 6.0 2.8 5.5 70.7
. 1982 Male 0.6 .17.3 3.6 3.2 7.1 68.2
 Female 0.4 16.2 5.9 - 3.4 6.3 57.8
1983 Male 0.6 18.3 3.8 2.9 . 7.7 66.7
- lee °-3 1603' 6.4 30‘7 7&9 65.6 ’

| Note: " Rows of percentages add to 100.

Source: California Pb:tsecondaty Education Cd-niqsion.
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"FIGURE 3 Un.iversity of California Fall 1983 Conege-aoing :
Rates of 1982 Public and Private High Schoal Graduates

by E'tlmicicy and Sex
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snaller gain than Asian sien between 1982 and 1983 and continped.ta be enrolled -
in smaller numbers/ than men, although the representation of both in the
ethnic distribution ¢f University freshmen is almost three times the percent-~

.

age in the ethnic dtntributiog of rec?t high school graduates. -
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’P;BLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOL RATES

r.

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY PARTICI}ATION RATES

L~

-

The State University rate for first-time freshmen from Galiformia high
schoels dropped to 8.9 percent in 1983, after remaining at 9.0 perceant for
the three-year period ending in Fall 1982. Previously it K had increased
steadily . since 1975, when it was 7.5. The State Univerlity s Fall 1983
freshman enrollsent was about 700 students less than in Fall 1982, and was

, the smallest class of recent c;lifornia high school gradustes since 1977.

In Fall 1983, var:l.oul campuses of the State University experienced gains and
losses that increned the already large disparity. ,the size of their
first-time freshman classes. Four campuses -= Bakersfield Humboldt, Pomoans,
and San Jose -- had freshmsn enrollment decreases of more than 10 percent,
while four others -- San Bernardino, San Diego, San Luis Obisyo, and.Sonosis -~
all had freshman increases of at least 10 percent. The -Noxthridge and
Stanislaus csmpuses also had losses of almost 10 percent in first-time

. freshman enrollments. Bakersfield remsined the csampus with the smellest

nusber of freshmen who were recent high school gradustes -~ only 160, or 22
percent fewer than in 1981. San Diego replaced Northridge as the campus
with the largest number of freshmen from Califotnq‘ high schools, having .
increased to 2,881, while Northridge experienced a decrease to 2,674, .

.

LY ' .

- -
‘ -

State University participation rates also differ significantly for graduates
of public and private schools, although the differeace is smaller than that
at the University. In Fall 1983, the State University ratés for private and
public school gradustes were 12.5 and 8.5 percent,* respectively, compared
with University rates of 12.1 and 6.4.
J .

Differences among the 19 State University campuses with .respect. to the
percentage of their first-time freshmen who graduated from public and private

.8schools are displayed .in Table 4§, together with the total number of first-

time freshmen age 19 and under who graduated from California schools. As
can be seen, the proportion from private schools ranges from 5.6 percent for

'the Bakersfield campus to.22.3 percent for 'San Francisco. Private school

representation at the five State University campuses in Los Angeles dounty

~ also tends to be higher than that at campuses in other parts of the State

outside the San Francisco Bay Area. Since State University students tend to
enroll at the campus nearest their home, these proportions are closely
related to the public and private school participation‘rates for the counties
in whick these campuses are located.

-
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A TABLE 4 'Public and Private School Sources of First-Time ¢
FreShmen in the California State University, by
Campus, Fall 1982

-

oL ‘First-Time Freshmen

o - , ~ Public Private
= 1 Totar Schools Schools
Campus (N).- ' (X) . "SSI
_ Bakersfield 160 94 . 4% 5.6%
Chico . 1,207 b1.3 : 8.7
. Dominguez Hills - 323 ¢ 88.2 11.8
Fresno . 1,308 _ 91.0 . - 9.0 .
Fullerton - 1,928 87/ 6 Lo 12,4
Bayward " 688  82.4 . 17.6
Humboldt = - 462 8.3 . . 11.7
Long Beach ' 2,366 - 86.4 T 13.6
Los Angeles 1,006 83.9: . 16.T
(. Northridge - 2,674 . 83.20. 16.8
. . Pomona ‘ 1,600 | 85.8 _ 14.2
Sacramento 1,310 . 87.4 . 12.6
San Bernardino 300 . 85.0 v 16.7
San Diego 2,881 . 89.7 . 10.3
San Francisco 1,253 Y 77.6 ' 22.3
San Jose S 1,672 - 86.9 13.1,
San Luis Obispo 1,645 ' 85:1 . T 14.9
Sonoma . | . 253 89.7 . 10.3
Stani\lan- ' 236 - 90.7 9.3 .
Total 23,250 86.5% 13.5%

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.

&
P4

SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES

Systemwide, the participation of female high school graduates enrolling in
the .State University.as first-time freshmen.in Fell 1983 was 9.6 perceat,
compared with 8.1 perceant for male graduates -- a 1.5 percentage-point
différence, compared to a 0.8 percentage-paint difference in Fall 1977 when
the rates were 8.4 perceat for women and 7.6 for men, but litt.le different (l
than the 9.9 and 8 .3 percentages of Fall 1982.
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In Fall 1983, seven of the 19 campuses varied by more than®s percentage
3 points from the systemwide\ ratio of 45 men to 55 women among first-timel
freshmen. On three campuses, men comprised-at least 50 percent of the
freshmen -- 54 percent at Pomona, 50 percent at San Jose and 50 perceant at
Humboldt. On three others;.however, men comprised less than 40 percent J .
Voo

-

36 percent st Bakersfield, 39 percent at Los Angeles, and 39 percent at-
Hayward. While sti)kl skewed toward women, more campuses approached the
45:55 statewide rar.io in 1983 than in. 1982. ~

~ -

. | ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES ' ) S

Table 5 displays ethnic data by sex for the State University's first-time
freshmen in Fall 1982 and 1983 as well as comparsble data for 1983 high .

+ school graduates. Distributions for previous years are not shown since in

Vs those years, smral campuses with large enrollments of ethnic qi.nority

students did not record the ethnicity of large percentages of their students,
and, in Fall 1981, some students on some campuses were miscoded as American
Indians becsusé of confusion about the meaning of the texrm “Native American,"
when appearing beside the term "non-resident alien."

Asian students registered the largest percentage gains between the Fall 1982

and 1983 terms of any ethnic group, although the decrease in the total

anumber of freshmen canceled out,any numerical gain. In other words, their

gain was only relative to other ethnfc groups snd represented little change

! in ‘their number of freshmen enrolled. Gains in the percentage distribution
of freshmen were,also mde- by Hispanic men and women, Black men, and Filipino

’ women, while both the‘ percentage and number of Black women were mller in »

1983 than in 1982. Lo .

i
v,

)

— TABLE 5 Etbf\iistribution of  1982-83 Public High School
Graduates and Fall 1982 and 1983 First-Time Freshmen -
in the California State University, in Percents

Ethnic Group

American
Segment Year Sex _Indian Asfian Black Filipino Hispanic White

High School 1983 Total 0.7% 6.2% 8.9% 1.6% 17.9%  64.7%

State 1982 Male = 0.8 10.9 5.4 2.6 11.0 69.3
University Female 0.8 9.5 8.9 2.5 1.1 67.2
1983 . Male 0.9° 12.4 5.6 2.6 . 11.9 66.6

Female 0.7 10.8 8.6 2.9 11.4 65.6

Note: Rows of percentages add to 100.
Source: California Postsecondary Education Comission.

!
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A coqarison of the ethnic dist.tibutiop of high school graduates in 1982-83
vith those of Stats. Upiversity freshen in Figure & shows that Hispanic
graduates are least well represented mong ‘the first-t.i-e freshmen in_ the
‘ ' State University, f ﬁmﬂ by Biack students -- particularly Black men.
- Asian and Filipino students, on the other hand, show higher percentages in.
the State University ethnic -distribution than among high school graduates.
This "overepreseateticn” is particularly true for Asisns, for whom the .
laxrgest gains in percentages have been mcorded for several years. ,
- Percentages differ for men uud wosen in athnic distributions of fiut-t.i.-a
freshwen in the State University. As was true for the Universit.y, the
percentage for Black women was highér in Fall 1983 than thet for men and the
percentage for Asisn women was lower than that for Asian mer, although both
\~ percentages were gher than those for Black men and women. - In the case of

™ » the percentage for .was higher than that for wvomen

rge gain made by His cnenbetweenthe!'all 1982 and
University, however, Hispanic women made the larger gsin
d tween 1982 and 1983, as did the' Black women.
: -
| 4 ’ \
l e
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I'Iqmit 4 Calit'ornf’\ Statq University Fall 1983 College-Going
.~ Rates of 1982.Public and Private High School Graduates
‘ by t‘thnicity and 3ex - .
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Source: Table S.
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CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGE PARTIGIPATION RATES

st 100,000 recent high school graduates enrolled in the California
ty Colleges in Fall 1983, or 37.9 perceat of the 1982-83 graduates of

California's public and private high schools. This percentage was the
lowest io the ten-year period for which collegeé~going rates have been computed
and the ooly Community College rate below 40 that time. With the
rate for the University incrcnm and the State versity remaining quite
stable between 1982 and 1983, the proportion' of all young California college
‘and university students enrolling in the Community Colleges dropped from 70
to 66 percent, or from 74 to 70 percent in the public segients-aldne.
The drop in fint-t.ine tre-h-en vho were recent Califormia high school
gradustes may be even greater than is reflected in these rates, pince’ the
Fall 1983 enrollment tapes from the Comsunity Colleges were the most complete
and sccurate in the ten-year poriod studied. Publication of this report was
delayed in order to sllow those districts with s decrease of at lesst 10

percent between their Fall 1982 and Fall 1983 first-time freshman enrollments

to verify the results of the Commission analysis of their computer tapes.
With ooly two exceptions, the districts with such losses confirmed them.

Some problems ia reporting remain, but there can be little doubt. that the
overall flow of recent high school gradustes to the Community Colléges
slowed significmt.ly in 1983. ° .

¢ &

~

CHANGES FROM FALL 1982

\

While the statewide 10ss in freshman enrollment between 1982 and 1983 was
significant, 26 percent of the Community Colleges were able to‘ draw the same
percentage of recent high school gradustes in Fall 1983 and 1982, and 16
percent actually increased their percentage. In sll, 60 colleges in 38 of
the 70 districts experienced losses of at least 10 percent in first-time
freshmen while 16 colleges in 15 districts experienced gains and 27 colleges.
in 26 districts had little change between the Fall 1982 and 1983 t.em *
Colleges within multi-college districts differed widely in. their entollrnent
changes. Examples of districts with mixed experience include San Diego,
vhere City and Mesa Colleges increased their freshman enrollment but Miramar

*The rates for some districts and counties reported here and in the appendices

continuefto be contaminated by the ‘inclusion of some students emrolled in
. Community Colleges while still attending high school- snd others who are
high school dropouts. An attempt has been made to eliminate such students
from the computation of rates, but some appear to re:uin in spite of the
reduction of such programs in Fall 1983. »

]
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rel‘mined about the same, and Peralta, where Feather River Colle‘ge' giined but

. the fpur colleges in Alsmeda County lost freshman enrollment. The Los

Angeles Community College District suffered losses of first-time freshmen on
all eight of its campuses, but Compton, El Camino, Rio Hondo, and Santa
Monica Colleges in the Los Angeles a¥es but not a part of the Los Angeles
District all gained in numbers of first-time freshmen, and Glendale Community

_and Pasadena City Colleges *remained about the ‘same beth years.” In the

’ .
. . \ . hd
I"V .

Sacrsmento ares, the three Los Rios District colleges all experienced first-
time freshman losses, but nearby Sierrs College had a gain in first-time

. frgshwen of more than 18 percent. In the Yosemite District, the smaller.

Cohﬁbh,_(_:ollege gained while Modesto Junior College had a loss of more than

10" perceat. Other sulti-campus districts with losses on sll campuses were
Cosst, Comntra Costs, Grossmont '(although the nearby San Diego District

colleges had a net gain of about 700 first-time freshwen), Kern, Maria, San
Bernardino, State Center, Ventura, snd West Valley. Thus, while the oversll
statevide loss of young first-time freshmen in the Comsunity  Colleges was.

very serious in the Fall 1983 term, different districts and. colleges within ,

districts appear tp have been sble to cope with decliming resources and -
decreasing numbers of high school graduates with varying degrees of effective~
neg‘. . . > ’ ] . ' . . ‘ '-

o “ ) - . ’ “ \ ‘ . o \ ‘
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SEX DIFFERENCES IN RATES r

-
’

Statewide, 51.5 percent of Fall 1983 Community College freshmen were wopen
and 48.5 percent were men. Since 50.8 percent of the public high school

_graduates in- 1982-83 were women, the finding that women sre the majority sex

in the Community Colleges is not surprising. BExpressed another way, 38.1
percent of California's 1982-83 female high.school graduates enrolled in a

Community College in Fall 1983, compared with 37.0 percent of the males.

-
- v '\

ETHNIC DIFFERENCES IN RATES

The ethnic distribution of Comgunity College first-time freshmen age 19 and’
under resembles that of recent graduates of California public high schools
guch more closely than do those of the University and the State Univer‘t.y.
Altheugh college-going rates for the various ethnic groups. enrolling in the

Community Colleges cannot be computed because of missing data, a comparison

of the various distributions in Table 6 leads to the conclusion that the

decreased enrollment of Comsunity College freshmen in the Fall 1983 term had /

a* particularly adverse affect on Black and Hispanic, compared with Asian,
Filipino, and Non-Hispaaic vwhit.e students.

Gains made by Black and Hispanic students in the distribution of Community *
College first-time freshmen through the Fall 1982 term appear to have been
reversed in Fall 1983, in that their percentfiges were smaller for both men
and women than in 1982. Meanwhile, percentages for Asian and Filipino mea

. . ‘
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TABLE 6 Ethnic Distributions of Men and Women High School

Graduates and of First-Time Freshmen in the Calﬂt‘omia
00mnity Collegd®s Between 1978 and 1983, in Percents

“
-t

Source: California Postsecondary gqucaiipn Commission. .

-

and women continued to increase through the Fall 1983 term. Since the
percentages of Black and Hispanic studeats among high school graduates
increased ‘between. 1978<79 and 1982-83, their decresses apong Community
College freshmen underestimates their loss in- represenution, since the
pools of Black and Hispanic graduates from which’ Cm:lty Colleges draw
their first-time freshmen have been 1ncrening.

An amlysil of the distribution of t.b,e three major ethanic minority groups.
across the three public segments of . postsecondaty education in Fall 1983

shows about 78 percent of tHe Black and Hispanic first-time freshmen were
attending Community Colleges, compared with 8 percent at the University snd

[}
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14 percent at the State University. The Univetsity, with only 833 Black and.

1,355 Hispanic students among its Fall 1983 first-time freshmen, thus earoiled‘ A

.t'ewer than one-tenth the number enrolled im the Community Colleges, and its

-percentage of Black men those going on to college after high school . ‘

graduation in,1983 was enly & percent, compared with 9 percent of the Black
women. Coanable percentages for Black men and wosen freshmen at the State

: ""';University are 11 and 18, re-pectively. A similar asslysis for Asian freshmen
showy. that the Community Colleges enrolled 49 pircent in the Fall 1983 term;

the University, 28 percent; and the State University, 23 percent. Both the
Community Colleges and the University enrolled many more Asian men than

" . rooow BN

‘. -21- ‘ 27 .. ‘

- f) Ethnic Group
. herican ' .
Segment . Year _ Sex _Indian Asian Black Fﬂigino Hispanic -White.
High School 1979 Male . 0.7%  4.7% 9.0%  0.9% ‘15.0%  69.7%
e Female 7 4.5 9.5 1.0 15.0 69.3
W 1981 Male 0.8 5.2 7.8 1.3 15.7 ' 69.2
- Feyale 0.7. ‘4.9 8.6 1.3 15.7 68.8
1983 "l_':t.al *0.7 6.2 8.9 1.6  17.9 64.7
Community _ . 1979 Msle . 1.6 4.7 1o.5@ 1.3 12.8  69.1
Collegés . ' lee‘ 1.6 - 3.6 10.8 1.2 12.9 69.9 .
B 1980 Msle 1.8 4.6 . 9.0 ‘1.4 14.4 ~  68.8
Female 1.6 ¢ 3.7 ( 9.5 1.4, 146.3 ' 69.5
1981 ‘Male . 2.0 4.8 9.7 . 1.6 . 16.6  65.3
~ Female 1.9 3.5 . 10.5 1.5. 16.9 65.7.
. +- Female 1.5 4.0 |11.5° 1.8 16.0 - 65.2
1983. ‘Male 1.6 6.7 9.4 2.2 - 14.7 65,4
© * Female 1.5 "4.6 10.6 2.1 15.3 ° 65.9
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wvomen as iresh-en vhile the State University enrolled somewhat more Asian
women than men.

. s ..
When ethnic d‘u fos fiut-ti-a frem,tt' all .t.hree‘ segnents of public . .
higher education sre combined, the results show that larger proportions of N
‘American Indian,, Asian, and Filipino studeants but a -smaller proporgion.of =~ .
Hispsnic studeats are enrolling as first-time fresbmen in public postsecondary T
‘educetion in Californis than are ;umun; from pudblic high schools, while . v

the proportions of Black students among first-time frelh-en and high school -
graduates wrc lbout. egual in 1983.
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Based on. dats fm ependent collegel and un:lversiuel, the Fall 19&3,.
. statawide college~go for mdependent. institutions increased sughtly

-over Fall 1982 ~- from 3. 2 to 3.4 --" although there has been a small decline
“over the six years' for which dsts are available. These data sre somewhat
. less reliable t.hah for the public segments, however, becsuse of differences
' ' from yesr to yésr in the institutions providing data, introduction of computexs
' to produce institutional data, md institutional diffemceu tn definitions .
. of unt.-t:l.-e imstmg\ . . :

. Y | R

The analysis ig bned for t.ﬁa -_oat. part on regionally sccredited mtitut,tm
* that have as one of their primary -:lnto? undérgraduate liberal arts educa~ -°
tion foxr recent high school graduates :

forgha high schools and thus does not reflect chenges in overall freshmsn

enrollments thst include out-of-state and foreign students. Six such insti~ -

tutions did not provide data for first-time freshmen in Fsll 1983. Dats
from special-purpese institutions, such as the Californis College of Arts
and Crafts, and those whob®e programs are.designed for older students with

previous postsecondsry education snd sore experiepge, such as Golden Gate .

Uaiversity, sre included in the anslysis when avsileble, but no specisl

effort has beem msde to cbtain théir data because of the smsll m-be:: of
freshmen report.ed by such. inltimtim’ i : .

Among 31 mdepegdeat. mtimttou that provided £reshun data for Califdraia
high school sraduam in both 1982 and 1983, 13 of th? ~=(with freshman
enrollments of dﬂifomh students ranging from two more tham 1,500 --
reported virtuslly the sssle number enrolled both years. Nine others reported

of at least }0 percent. £ the decmuen exceeded 100 studenta, snd
they warrant furthegr invest ion to sssess their terionsuu and their '
causes. For exssple, s 10-percent decrease might not be-sericas for an
institution if balagpced by increased enrollments of studeats from other

increases of st lesit .10 pgma. On the.other hand, nine reported decreases .
iga

states, trsnsfer students with-advanced standing, or older students starting

college, or if it represents @ plcmé reduction’ in enrenmt. the part -
of the institution. . St -

is limited to gradustew of Cali- '’
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o DH’PB!!’.NCES.AMONG CALIFORNIA COUNTIES .

#

Significant differences among California's 58 counties in their college-going
rates occurred between 1982 and 1983 as s result of changes in the University
and Community College rates. Factors asssocisted with these differences
include proximity to s university campus, high ethnic.minority population,
low per-capits income, high unemploymeat, low eligibility for university
admission, and, of course, lowv interest in bdccalaureate education. In -
addition, although students are likely to attend the nearest University or
State Uaiverut.y campus, some campuses’attract a mller proportion of local
-tmhn?l than othcrl.. A -

<

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA PARTICIPATION , -

The sutwide participation rate for the thiveuity in Fall 1983 wn 7.0
pertent, but county-wide rates for counties with over 1,000 high school

' graduates in 1982-83 sgsed from 1.7 percent for Tulare and 2.0 for Shasta
F

to 15.4 for Maria. rancisco Bay Area counties had rates which were
generally well aboye the statewide rate in Fall 1983 -- among them, Contra
Costa with 11.7 percent, San Francisco with 11.9, and San Mateo with 8.9 -~
while Fresno, Merfed, Kern, San Luis Obispo, and Shasts Counties sll had-
rates below 3.0 percent. .-

——— . I 4

" The t'i.&e counties with the largest numbers of high school gradustes in

1982-83 (Los Angeles, Orange, San Diego, Santa Clara, and Alameda, which
together accounted for 57 percent of all ggaduates in California) all bad
rates above the statewide average, which suggests that size and diversity of

- the population sre also relatqd to probsbility of enrollment in the Univer-

sity. Rates for three other counties in which University campuses are.
located were 8.8 for Santa Barbara, 5.1 for Riverside, and 8.0 for Santa
Cruz. The latter two csmpuses enrolléd the smallest number of first-time
freshmen from Cslifornia in Fsll 1983 smong sll eight ;eneral campuses,
while Santa Barbara enrolled one of the largest.

)

CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERéITY: PARTICIPATION

N -
! .

County rates for the State University in Fsll 1983 raaged around the statewide

rate of 8.9 percent from a high of 13.2° for San Francisco and 13.6 for
Fresno to lows of 3.8 for San Joaquin and 3.9 for Tulare. Other counties
with high rates were Butte (11.7 percent), Humboldt (10.8) and San Luis

Obispo (10.4) -~ all of which had low University participation rates in 1983

and- wvhere high school graduates tend to enroll at local State University

campuses.  Sonoms .County had a low rate of 5.2 percent, despite its ca

of ,the State University. Its rate was scsrcely higher than its Univers y
rate of 4.7, although the nearest University campus is in Alameda Countg

Other counties with low State University rates are Riverside.and Santa
Barbara, where Uaiven:lt.y*cmmes are located.

-25-
. ._ 30
. ) :
’ ) ¢ M ’ ,



'CALIFORNA COMMUNITY COLLEGE PARTICIPATION

Californis coutities varied widely around statevide Community College
participation rate of 37.9 cent in Fall 1983. Among the 21 counties with
the hr'elt aumbéers of high school graduates, four had rates below 35.0
percent -- Fresmo (33.3), San Fraacisco - (34.1), Kern .(32.5), and“Marin
(26.1) ~- and all of them exparienced s decresse from Fall 1982 and earlier

years. Four counties expe ssall incresses in rates between Fall 1982
and Fall 1983, reversing an | r trend: Sonoms, up from 37.9 perceat to
44.6; Placer, from 38.4:to 40.0; - Diego, from 35.7 to 37.1; and Santa -

Cruz, from 42.& to 43.6. Blcrmto, Shasta, and Yolo Counties had appm:l-
sately the same Community Colle” rates for 1982 and 1983,

\

'INDEPENDENT ms'rrru'nc_m PARTICIPATION;, .

[N

Counties with the highest rate of enrollment in indepeadent. mumm in

Fall 1983 were San Francisco (4.7 pércent), San Mateo (4.6), Los Angeles
(4.3), Santa Clara (4.2), Napa (4.1), and San Joaguia (4.0) -- the latter
two attributable to the large enrcllment of local studehts at nesrdy titu~
tions. The largest counties. with rates of 2.0 percent or below a Y Kern
(2.0), Sacramento (1.9), Tulare and Stanislaus (1.7 each), Solano (1.6), and
Soncma (2.0). These and other counties vith relstively low rates tend also .
to have few freshmen enrolled at the University. "In comtrast, San !'mchco
Bay Ares counties had relatively lsrge percentages enrolled at both the
‘University and independent iastitutionms. '
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CONCLUDING COMMENTS
. . . . , "
v 7 .
e California's statewide college-going rate fell in Fall 1983 to the lowest
point in the tem years during which the Commission has been coamputing -
~such rates. This decxease occurred.at a time when ‘the number of high "
school graduates has begun to decline agsin and larger proportions of
Black and Hispaaic students, whose college-going rates have been lmr |
than those of other ethnic groups, sre enrolled im high school. U .

e The University of California increased its rate in Fsll 1983 to the
highest in the ten-year period for which rates have been computed, but
its increase did not compensate for the significant dectene in the
Comaity College rate. ‘ , .

» T . T e

L 4

o . The Sute Univanit.y rate has changed little from the past smnl yuts,
X but fewer freshmen enrolled because of the smaller number of high ltﬂgﬂ
graduntel in 1982-83. A . T _
’ > o "
o A ority of t.he usdependent. colleges and univeuit.:les helé their own or
~'in:%sed their percentage of Cslifornia high school graduates in Fsll
1983 for a small net rate increase.

" o The decline in the Coﬂmity:c;ﬂlege rate is likcly‘ to have & serious

negative impact on the numbers,of students in both transfer and eccupa~- . Y
tional programs. It also appears to reflect a decline in the enrollment
of ‘Black and Hispanic high school gradustes that goes beyond canceling
~out their gaine at the University. An expectation of further Community
College losses of first-time freshmen in Fald 1984 raises questions about
how well access to ponuecondary education 1n Califomia is being main-

tained for yom people. o <

® Uhile Commmunity ° College dsta for t;;le l‘ull 1983 term were improved over o
- the 1932 enrollment tapes, further improvements are needed by some’dis- .
trictn R ¢ . . . :

e The January Director's Report of the Commission (1985b) attempts to
analyze and explain further the change in Community College earollments
between 1982 snd 1983. The Commission's report on the eligibility of
high school graduates in 1982-83 for University and State University:
admission (1985a) and subsegovent foilow-up surveys will also be useful in
mﬁentudiu& these rates.
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" APPENDIX A
- A Y . :
Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling

1 in Each Segment of ‘ Higher Education By County and’Year,
: - 1974, 1976,{1978, 1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983 ‘© o
. ~ | e en Enrolling as Freshmen ~— . ¢
o P g as Froshmen _
. High Scheol ax ‘ nde-. ~ Total Grand
S County  Year Grsduates _ UC €Sy _cec , t Public Total
Los Angeles 1974 90,817 5.7% . 8.6% 38.5% - 52.8% -
1976 - .88,607 6.0 9.7 36.1 --"  51.8 -
1978 83,753 6.4 - 10.8 - 41.3 4.3% 58.5  62.8%
. 1980 79,389 6.5 10.5 .. 41.9 4.8 58.9 63.7 .
& 1981 72,747 7.6 10.7 45.1 . 4.2  63.3 67.5
1982 76,814 7.2 10.7 41.0 4.4 58.9 63.3
.. . 1983 < 76,814 7.6 10.2 37.0 4.3 54.8 59.1
" Orange 1974 25,206 5.3. 7.7 &5.3 - 58,3 ==
- 1976 27,200 5.2 7.9 46.1 e ., 59.2 -
1978 26,558 5.5 8.5 42.5 2.7 - 56.5. 59.2
1980 - 25,342 6.2 100 50.6 2.5 66.6 69.1
1981 26,319 6.7 10.2 ' 47.3 3.1 - 64.3 67.4
- 1982 . 25,604 7.1 10.4  46.6 3.3 . 64.1 67.4
1983 25,196 8.4 10.0 41.8 3.4 60.2° '63.6
o jan Diego 1974 20,456 5.0 626 40.9 --  852.5 -
: 1976 19,567 5.4 6.3 46,64 . - 58.1 -
1978 21,323 6.1 6.6 42.5 3.6 55.2 . 58.8
~ ) 1980 20,553 6.0 8.8 45.7 3.3 ~ 60.5 63.8
'1981 20,099 6.9 7.8 39.5- 3.5 54.2 57.7
1982 20,582 6.9 7.4 35.7 3.6 50.0 53.6
1983 20,652 1.2 1.8 37.1 3.2 52.1 _ 55.
Sants Clara 1974 17,430 5.8 10.4 39.7 -~ 55.9 -
1976 17,856 5.5 10.2 39.3 - 55.0 -
1978 18,249 6.4 10.1 33.6 3.5 '50.1  53.6
. 1980 16,643 7.5 11.0 34.6 3.9 3.1 57.0
1981 15,827 8.3 11.1 33.0 4.1 52.5 56.8
. 1982 16,739 7.8 12.0 (33.0)* 4.3 52.8 587.1
1983 15,927 8.8 11.6 38.9 4.2 59.3  63.5
‘Alameda 1974 14,167 7.2 9.2  40.2 - 56.6 --
1976 14,355 6.4 8.9  42.4 - 57.7 --
1978 14,023, 7.2 8.9 qig.z .2.1 " 55.3 58.0
1980 12,862 7.7 9.1 .2 2.3 52.0 54.3
1981 12,148 7.9 9.1 37.6 2.5 54.6 57.2
1982 12,278 7.8 . 10.1  41.9 2.1 59.8 61.9
o 1983 gx;,szs . 8.6, 10.0 38.2 2.4. 56.8 59.2
Q ‘ . - , . -39~ 33 «
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APPENDIX A (continued)
‘ Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

Number of |
| ~ " High SchooT ‘ , Inde- Total Grand
County Year . Graduates _ UC csu CCC__  pendent Publfc Total

3

12.6%

) Fresno - 1974 . 6,638 2.1 42.7% . -- 57.4% -~
N 1976 6,570 1.4 12.2 42.2 - 55.8  -=
N 1978 6,629 2.0 12.1 39.4 2.1% 53.5 .°55.6%
e N 1980 6,603 2.2 1.6 39.7. 1.5 56.5 58.0
. g ‘Q 1981 6,256 2.7 14.3 1.4 3 |
1982 . 6,286 2.4 13.6 39.2 2.1 55. 57.3
. 1983 6,098 2.6 13.6 33.5 2.3 49" 52.0
. . { . . -
San - 1974 6,763° 1.9 10.7 39.2 -- 57.8  =--
, Francisco 1976 - 6,467 8.2- 12.2 38.8 ~- 59.2 - -
L 1978 5,868 9.0 14.6 42.0 5.6 ; 65.6 ° 71.2
1980 © 5,392 9.2 13.5 42.7 - 6.8 65.4 72.2
B 1981 - 4,979 10.2 14.3 39.3 . * 3.9 .63.8  67.7
\\ 1982 5,378 9.9 14.0 37.2 4.3 61.1 65.4
, \ 1983 5,527 11.9 13.2 3.1 4.7 59.2 63.9
o Kexn 1974 4,841 2.3 6.9 44.2 -- 53.4 -
: 1976 4,744 2.0 6.7 47.7 -- 56.4 -~
. . 19718 6,753 2.0 6.6 46.2 2.2 54.8 57.0
- . , 1980 4,561 3.+ 6.5 (46.2) 1.7 56.1 57.8
198} © 4,283 2.3 7.4 &.7 2.8 56.4 57.2
1982\  4,077° . 2.7 6.7 40.4 1.5 49.8 51.3
. o 1983 4,175 2.2 5.5 32.5 2.0 39.1  41.1
Santa 1976 4,398 5.2 4.4 41.7 -- .57.3 -
Barbara 1976 . - 4,489 577 4.2 49.8 - 59.7 -="
. 1978 4,059 5.9 4.8 47.3 4.7 58.0 62.7
. 1980 3,800 7.4 5.2 53.9 ‘3.0 66.5  69.5
. 1981 - 3,546 8.2 5.4 51.2 2.9 64.8 67.8
1982 3,589 7.7 4.9 55.3 2.4 67.9  70.3
. . 1983 3,459 8.8 5.2 36.9. 3.5 50.9  54.4
4 Sonoma 1974 3,518 1.9 3.4 43.7 -- 49.0 --
. 1976 3,565 2.0 2.9 47.0 -- 51.9 :
_ 1978 3,626 ' 3.0 3.3 40.7 2.5 47.0 49.5
’ 1980 3,436 - 3.4 . 4.3 44.6 1.9 52.3  54.2
- 1981 ° 3,423 4.0 4.1 44.0 2.1 52.0  53.9
1982 3,466 4.2 4.4 37.9 2.0 46.5 4835
1983 3,443 4.7 5.2 44.6 2.0 54.5  56.5
Marin 1976 - 3,466 10,2 7.7 43.% -- . 61.3 -
: 1976 3,339 10.0 7.7 49.3 - 67.0 --
- 1978 3,459 11.9 8.0 40.2 4.5 60.1 :.64.6
. 1980 3,148 13.6 8.8 40.3 5.3 62.7 '68.0
1981 - 3,270 13.0 7.7 40.6 3.7 61.3  65.0
. . .1982 2,983 12.6 8.0 (40.6)* 4.0  61.2  65.2
19863 . 2,940 15.4 8.8 26.1 3.2 50.3  $3.5
- -31- | < .




APPENDIX A (continued)
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Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

APPENDIX A (continued)
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" ke ettt -y,

County

Yolo .

Huaboldt

_ Nlpi

El Dorado

Mendocino

Kings.

APPENDIX A (continued)

R

PR

W
o

-Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen

. Number of -
High Schoo} Inde-  Total _Grand
Gradustes UC _C§U _CCC  'pendent Public Tdtal
1,411  8.9% 10.6% 30.8% -- 50.3% --
1,259 10.2 9.8 35.1 -~ 55.% -
1,248 12.0 10.9 34.6 1.9% 57.5  59.4%
. 1,318 . 11.6 9.3 30.9 1.3 - 51.8 53.1
1,280 11.6 9.5 35.7 1.3 . 56.8 58.1
1,259 12.1 9.5 33.8 1.7 55.4 57.1
1,188 10.5 10.6 33.8 1.6 54.9 -56.5
1,601 - 1.3 9.2 31.6 - 42.1 --
1,648 1.3 , 7.4 34.3 -- 43.0 --
1,622 2.0 ' 8.2- 32.3 1.5  42.5 44.0
1,328 - 2.3 9.9 (30.2) 1.5 42.4 43.9
1,199 2.6 -10.0 - 45.6 1.3 58.2 59.5
1,171 3.1 10.0 37.7 1.4 50.8. 52.2
1,105 - 2.6 10.8 33.0 2.5 .46.4 48.9
1,294 3.6 2.9 57.7 - 64.2 -
1,297 4.1 3.5 48.7 - 56.3 -
1,275 4.4 4.1 51.8 o 6.4 60.3  66.7
1,276 5.3 4.8 (51.8) 8.2  61.9 '70.1
1,191 5.0 5.1 6.0 - o
1,212 6.3 4.8 6446 6.7 75.7  82.4
1,203 5.8 . 6.4 30.5 " 4.1 42.7 46.8
800 2.4 5.8 29.6 - 37.8 -
862 2.8 5.8 35.6 - 46.2 -
932 3.4 - 8.7 335.7 1.8 47.8  49.6
. 916 4.7 8.4 (32.5) 2.4 45.6  48.0
1,014 4.5 1.5 2.8
971. 3.7 - 8.4 38.2 1.0 50.3  51.3
964 4.4 7.5 35.8 0.7 47.7  48.4
817 1.7 6.6 41.0 -~ 49.3 -
848 ° 2.5 1.4 34.1 -- 44.0 -
867 25 7.0 30.8 2.1 40.3 42,4
828 2.8 7.8 32.6 2.1 43.2 45.3
888 4.1 8.8 46.6 1.5 59.5  60.9
868 3.9 7.4 37.8 1.8 49.1  50.9
773 3.4 10.7 26.8 2.5 40.9  43.4
1,006 1.9 6.2 33.6 -- 41.7 -
943 1.5 6.6 42.5 ~- 50.6 -
984 1.8 5.1 41.1 2.5 48.0 - 50.5
303 1.6 6.9 43.3 1.9 51.8  53.7
887 1.9 , 7.7 4.8 27D 5.4  56.6
899 1. 5.9 4.2- 2.3 51.4 53.7
856 3.2 6.2 46.3 -11.6 55.7 ~ 57.3
. \
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Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen .
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- APPENDIX A {continued)

~ Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen
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‘APPENDIX A (continued) ‘
: P : U Percéntage Enrolling as Freshmen .

v « ’ . Number of ' . :
e Co High School . ., Inde= ° Total Grand
__County Year Gﬂm uc_ _csu £cC 'gndont' Public Total

San Beaito ' 1974 256 .3.2%° 7.1% 44.9% - 55.2% -~
: . 1976~ 276 . 2.2 8.7 45.3 -~ . 56.2 -
. St L 1978 25%6 3.5 9.4 465 . 5.1% 57.4  ¥2.5%
Lo L. 1e80 246 © 2.8 6.1 481.9 9.3 .- 50.8  60.1
Yo 1981 - 259 - 3.5 7.3 &40 - 5.8 7 56.8. . 62.5
R 1982 233 3.9 3.4 40.3 4.3-°" 47.6 . S51.9
ol . 1983 . 309 1.7 5.6 B9 2.3 .-§3.2° 45.5
« ] L]
" Inyo L1974 299 4.6, 8.4 30.1 roe- 42.9 . -
4 1976 ' 210 5.2° 7.0 318 e 46,0 . ==
, ... . "1978 281°. 3.9 6.8 31.3 1.15 62.0 43.1°
| v . 1980 227 2.6 6.6 %0.1 9.3 49.3  58.6
‘. ‘ 1981 . 216 3.2 10.2 36.6 19 50.0 51,8
v 1982 .. 267 2.2 "°8.2 27.3 5.6 37.7 43,3
1983 . 233/ (3.4 11.6 26.6 1.3 “sf;w_) 42:9
o * Amador . 1974 153 3.9 10.6-.29.4 S - 43.7 -
« 1976 183 1.6 4.9..-50.8 .- 57.3 --
1978 239 1.3 8.8 - 30.1 1.7 40.2 0 41.9
1980 = 223- 3.1 6.3 31.4 1.3 ' 60.8 42.1
_ , 1981 = 197 2.5 8.1 34.0 4.1 - 44.6 . 48.7
S . 1982 26 1.8 6.2 263 - 4.0 . 32.3 36.3
1983 [ 193 4.1 12.4 33.7 4.1 50.2 ' 54.3
Del Norte 1974 . 269 0.6 7.2 25.7 - 33.3. e
) T 1976 ;21 : 1.6 8.3 32.0 - 41.9 . ==
| ‘ 1978 ~ - 201 2.0 7.0 24.% "0.5 33.4 33.9
i - : 1980 184 0.5 8.1 (26.3) 0.5 ¥ 34.9. 35.4
. 1981 197 1.0 7.1 1.0 ,
1982 218 0.9 8.7 25.2 0.0 34.8  34.8
1983 215 2.8 3.7 19.5 0.9 26.0 26.9
. TOTAL®™ 1974 289,714 5.1 7.6 41.3 -- 54.0 -
. 1975 293,941 ‘5.3 1.5 % S -- 55.9 -
: 1976 289,454 5.1 7.8 &h.7 - 54.6 .-
. ' . 1977 - 285,360 5.2 8.0 43.3 3.6 56.5  60.1
b : « 1978 283,841 5.5 8.4 41.56 3.4 55.3  58.7
, , 1979 - 278,3:8. 5.8 8.7 42.1 3.4 56.6 60.0

- ‘ . 1980 . 270,W1 6.0 9.0 43.0 3.5 "58.0 61.5
v - 1981 260,229 6.4 9.0 42.1 3.3 57.6  60.8
‘ . 1982 « 265,926 . 6.4 9.0 42.8 3.2 58.2 61.4

L1983 262,160 7.0 8.9  37.9 3.4 . 53.8 57.2°
. *Rates are qu;'lnl.l 1981, since 1982 data are not yet available. )
' #WParcents wefé not calculsted for Colusa, Trinity, Modoc, Mariposa, Hono,
. 8ferra, and Alpine Couaties because of the small numbers of high school
' graduates. However, data for these counties are included in the "Total"
figures. . v 4
o -
\ EMC - 3 . o oo =37= | 414 ‘N
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. APPENDIX :B

Ethnic Distribution of 1982 Graduates of Public and Private
California High Schools, and 1983 First-Time Freshmen at the

‘ - University of California, .the California State UMverstty and the "
' ' c;lifomhcmumtyc:onegq bycountyand inPercent
- _Ethnic Growp - -
Amer~ - Ethnic
Seg-  fcan’ . FiH- His~ . Data
County ment Sex Mar Indian Asian pino panic Black wnm MSsim
Los B T 33,253 0.4% 7.5% 1.3% 26.7%715.5% 48.6% oax
Angeles ' ° | v ‘ v . |
¥ 2,887- 0.3 185 3.1 114 10.7 56.0. 2. o
C8U ‘M 3,268 , 0.5 16.3 2.5 17.5 8.7 5.5  3.9°
F . 4,000 0.5 1465 2.6 16.0 ‘13.6 53.0 3.8
ccc M 12,388 0.6 6.8 1.8 21.9 -17.1 51.6 3.6
.  _F 13,521 1.0 5.0 - 1.7 227 20,0 49.6- .35
‘Oramge~  BS T 26,027 0.6 6.9 *0.5 10.6 1.4 8.0 0.0
c M 996 0.7 2.2 1.3 4.6 . 0.3 70.9 3.3
T ® . 989’ 0.3 19.5 1.9 46 1.5 72.2 3.0
cSU M -1,106 1.3 12.5 0.7. 6.0 1.2 78.3. _ 2.4
; Foo1,:13 g6 115 0.9 64 " 1.2 79.4 1.9
o decc M 4,997 T 1.1 8.7. .08 . 9.2 1.4 78.8 L.

F '5,116 1.1 5.3 0.9 88 1.4 85. 1.1
< . ' : | - . . 4. ‘e );
San Diego S T 22,364 0.5 5.6 ' 3.2 15.9 5.8 69.2 0.0

e M 670 0.7 9.1- 8.6 9.2 3.7 68.7 41 7
~ ¥ 753 0.5 7.8 9.1 8.9 4.2  69.5 2.5
CSU . M 692 0.6 9.7 6.8 9.8 3.5 69.6 1.9 .
¥ 856 0.7 - 6.6 5.8 109 6.5 69.5 1.6
- , - - , ) ‘v . "
ccc M 3,380 1.5 6.8 4.6 9.2 56 72.3 0.9 -~
F 3,416 1.3 4.6 41 106 6.2 73.6 1.3
42 St




0.0

Ethnic -
- 0.0%

0.0

57.6
72.6°

7.6

20.2

His~

o u
- R

S

11.4
"16.4

2.7% 16.8% 4.1% 68.4%

pino_ panic Bl

Ethnic_Group
 Fi4-
2.4
0.4

7.6

Asfan

© 0.6% 9.4%
201

1.0
0.9

Amer-
fcan

 APPENDIX B (continued)

16,816

10,618

T

s T
‘T
"

San’
- Bernardino

 Alsmeda-

-~

o
s i R

70.9%
_0.

76.
78.

9,837 _1.5% 6. 1.3% 9.7% 10.2

T

Sacramento




[
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APPENDIX B (continued)
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. APPENDIX B (continued)
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AFPERDIX B (continued)
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‘APPENDIX B (continued)
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APPENDIX B (continued) . . L
Ethnic Group . -
- 1.-:- Ethnic N
i S.g- | FiH- ms- - a ,;‘.
TOTAL g rzn,en L 0.7% 621 1.6% 1791 8.9% unﬂoox
T -ge M 8,366 0.6. 18.3 2.9 ° 7.7 3.8 66.7 . 2.5 ..

9,006 -0.3 16.3 3.7, 19 6.6 6516 z&

F

_;,_._‘_.“_q,zm-q_n.s.«_u.uaﬁ% _s.s, _66.6. -«MA.&_,_._
F 11,939 0. 1*‘ 10.8
. |
F

29 11.4 .86 656 -42 -
. cce 4,565 1.6 6.7 2.2 167 9.4 65.46  3.2°
47,699 715 46 2.1 153 10.6 65.9 2:9 7
TOTAL M 62,643 1.6 9.1 247 133 8.0 658 3.3 ..
‘ g (UC,CSU,CCC) 7 ) -F “’m ‘-2 . 152 2.5 13-6 9.7 65-8_ - 301 . (‘
- A T 131,285 1.3 8.1 2.4 13.5 . 8.8 658 3.2
Noée: m sum of the percenugu for the six ethnic ;toq:( in each m | -
- equallfloo : oL \ e
& , ‘ . , : _ . =
’ "mnber*’ is the total nu-ber oi ttndenu vhose. sthnicity was m -
The et.hnici.ty of t&c high school grtdutea vas obtaised from the
Coandsuion s 1983 High- School Eliaibility Study. |
“

- Solirce: Califomia Pogtsecondary&ducation Commission.
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